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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


-iPMCrffl^Sac. 4] 


2.1. vrftfrt % wi 4 ^ trcv *nf*m i - (*) ftpwffim injeft # jrcrtmr' fr 

anfr^T ■^ftan^r ^ amnq 3 ^i iroim; artr (w) f*rq-#ffcn rtW % Rnpftr ** % 

f*rofffti qq qqqqqi 


2 2. tpFMnft * TOft # ***< 3 H ft t rcfr *r=* % antf iron* % *t^§ (VHfatem ^wq *rtf vtil4% 

", ' ’ "' ;: ■:' , jsr, : - 

(I) ^Hll % Rll ^f, Diq^fo-I SRiv ST^RTR % t sft3TRrfV qq 3rT0TR?T WW qP* ifR % 

■4 f^TCTff^T ftR tjtj ff | 

(iij 1991 ftnr-^n ritr topi % (hrs: ffcq<?1qp*e z^n) % antm qq nupr ftR 

wrt «Ii 

(III) ftiq-#ftrq jwr apg qreT 3 amR qq Apr qq f i 

(iv) ftf*m wt tRfrmarf * -*f1 sftq ^7 rtr a5t apr^ 3rrnnT?q fo znr jrtr 

arroR qq qqjsi faq rr* qiffrq I 

(v) qqifWtet 4 qp qjfaf?^<q % f&q 'qf*$w irtIwt afiEnT flit 9ffqpf unRtn % ariftq z$ rart 

zn wt ftnn t ffc qft *Rft R?i7rft ^ ^ ^ qqqnq rtrt qiff € ajer^T zrfc 

eTR-tfW ^ -£ RR SIR* f. qfl fH% ftR vRTUft tr 1 % RR 3 qm^folft qWlfet 

tfl 

(vl) q?f*TPT ftrq-tfftm uRn'r sftaiR^ ^ qci4cft sitor 3 qftqfcra wr( % f&q Rrt^ 3 qqf 
1998 q* 2001 % Tjhrq Tjw^ q^R 1* srcTqrql ftRcft artwi ^5 antTR tR 60:100 % 

ai^MId rr ftmR f^PUT w ^ I 

(vii) Jitfiii 7mT f^TT f^Rft qftq?N % srr^l rit* imriq firrm n^it 11 


2.3. TjHifWW ^ ftrq-?If%q 41s7fqf& anwR q^ rr^Nt % fcR f^pqf^sR ■TR’n ftfq t ;-■ 

(i) ftrq-itf%q ^ (qftRT) ^ 12 ^ftel afa qra^q ?PRf *r?q ^ 7 t?ffe1t qq f¥qi sum 11 

(II) 5R WTeTRf 4 arffcnp a iq; q<1 ??1 l Ffcft ^ ait? ^ ^nf %q-^i?Rf 5RT qrfoqiiffRt % 

qR^qt ai*q aw ql f^R #i 

(iii) rortft wt qrg?T'?R qq $ f^nj anqqxnn qnmq aitq q'to'frr qq^WW srt qqnq fW wn 

1 1 df^n sriichT % fcR anwRr ^jq'wv f^Tq-tqRt' aitq qf^mf srt irri rr* f I 





[‘’TFT III—4] 


RTF FST TWHH : aHMUtKiJ 


3 


(iv) 4qqY Tfrmrfr 4s gtqiq q 4s imwi f4q-4f4rq ^lOrfM^r 4 *r^fr ^mfqvui h<jfoi f[ctt ti FrffcR, ft 
qftlfilftl 4 faftw 3fmf*?fUT 4»IJWt qq CETPT 3nqsft?T fiflR 1 1 3 TWI FT '[Olfafa qY 14*114 fl 

YR 4 R/TY YTs4, f4f4qf4?T 3T*h? q5Y4 q?) OTWnPCTT qY YltY 4 y 4 f | 

(v) ft wj, ^wtTT*r qf) 4f4sq atnrf^r 4s f$R f4q-4qs4 qst qtfe anrffor foq rt 4 f i qsrcf tjyt 
F t4 qY T^ffe qYPT qst qFTYT qSY f4R wfRTT 1 1 FT 3TYRT4t 3TT4R4 4s qqY<n, f4rq-4q5Y 3rftr4Y*TR 
4s ftRSTYT 4 f44YT qSY4 4 3TYRtf t, Rtf4s 4FYTY STRTqqScTT 4s frR 3TTqYqqs 4 I 

(vl) ftiJYt 4tq *ntf 4s 4)ypt ft qfcifaffr 4 atrfSm 34 yr yrtw fptrt io.52 qs4* Ysqq tn. arw 

-■1 

Rf 2000-2001 3 qR FtqSY 8.11 qs4* YFTY YF PR 41 
(Vli) 'FT M^f^rfciy)' 4s PtYvR, Ft 4 YTqs4 *F5Y 4' 12 f4R-4f4sq 34 y Hlvi-SY qq4 *TFY (4ta*?pft) 4 7 
wt4 4s ctt?4yt 10 r* q4 3njfir 4s faq 44 qq wY?rm f4sR #i 

2.4. of R-x-ftjpfttj t f4s qq4t4t4t 4 ott?4yt ti1v»hi qY ytfj, Ft4 Reft qwifim yptT 4s 4rt 4 ft qTftrwm 
qq af’jqtnpT qFYT HfTf f4>ill 41 TTF qt'SfR 4ReT 't’-fi YTYqSTY 4s CPJRtFT 45 foi vj qYYTfftYT 1 1 f4rq-4f4s*T 4s ftR 
Rfl4f qst htf4yt 44 qtt q«frf4ci 4RPTT qft jjyrt f44q?TT34 qq ytty f4*qf£rf4rn t > 

(i) f4rq-4f4sn qsrqf 4? foR 19 >eiT<it qq anWc'T qt a < iT 4 f4>R *jirr :- 

(qj) qYPT % Pmf4ri/*i1'jj v CI f4m-^ f> 4 ^ foTTJ q4 '^'; 34 y 

(y 5) q4 'ts' f^Erff^rr qTqqoF ^jyt 4ty4 yt 41 %q-4YP4 4» feR qjYrr f4tt i 

(ii) (qr) erqqft *rsY (qftnq) 4 12 qqfc q4 'qr' % fcR snYftm fWi ft q4 qft uftrwff 4Wt 

4«ry gpf (4qf4d / *4v^ qr fWtfqRl 4 armf^rr q4 rr 41. fV=r44 ^4 qrrq 4 
cftq f44tq qqf (1998 2000) % 4tYFT *^dcTH 10.000 413TTY41 PrFRT t4yf 4 qq qqrf 
f4nn F^l 

(w) q4 'yt % fcR q>wifiKi Hiq«F« yr t f4v 3TT4qqr q4 -f4q-4f4FT OTiq 4 3 q4 qq 
artjqq arm Ft>n mftq 34 y tft 4 qsq 10.000 4t3nY41 w4ft fW Ft 3rmqr 44 tjyt4 
f4q-4q5Y % YTT«T WlfEPT YtftqT qft ft T?4 Rife % 3TT4^T qY 6 YPYTTF qft 3Tqftr 4f 3KY 
arq4t q^ftfd qs4 arepn qqq4t fttyty ^t?pt f4«rff4i ar^qq himjrf q4 ejyt qr? yt4t I 

(iii) 4s an4qq qq anrnY f4*qqrr qYdrf^q fW w t ■- 

(qs) qf4 q4 - qs‘ 4 gss qqfq 3PTT4f4?r yf sjtt 4 f ?4 f 4 an4qq 4s f4q n4 'ys' 4 »n(4w 

qSY foTYJT RRmi 

(?a) t 44 qqf 4 ec44 4s griqsq qq anmY ytit 4 afftrq; Yj?qs 44 m?4 % 3 pjytr ftqr I 

(q) qrf44f qqs 4 arfferqs qqfc 4s ftrq ?4?ft 4 Yrqstft #i q4 'qs‘ 4? am4q qqs ftrq-4qsY qst 

3Tf4q5?r»T ql Cpffe 3TT4f4q f4qT | 

(q) qtqt <r4f 4s fcR q41 ar^q yt4 yptpt y441 i 

(iv) in 3n4eq 4s f^R crR4Y'€;r4 f sT ^-T?m 50 yttw qq ar q w^oft q grqrFr qj^qs qrjH 4 »r rt4 
w '-tytr f4sqr nm 11 af«r=T q5t Y4tyf4 qq arrinY 3>qY q f^H^F T Yrftr 4 arftrqs artr ^rrPT 
t4qfft?T 3TqTfcq Tjcqs Ftm I 

(v) ft4 ft yt 4 qY 10 q4 qft amf*r 4s ftqq fttf4yt 44 qq qYYrro f4sqr t f4s tht yr 44W tm 
firqT qst^ 3 tt 4 qft qq4n4 f4sq yft: ypryt Ft ^irr, qqnt wr?44 3Rf& q?) YPTTf^t qft ttt4yjt 4 
g4 3 *TTF 4s 3TRY FTT?44 qq RftqsYFT q qSYTOT FFT Ft I , 

(vi) 10,000 YH414) q4 -^HdH WiW WiqMIlfl qst ^YT ftUUT ^TR I »TJdtFT WIT? 3Tiqi'VTT4t s^t 
■t 41 qSY4 qft f^TfcT 4, qYPT FTTFtYT q?t YRTPYT qSY4 qft qirfqi^ FJYT qS^R I 
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2.5. 3 ifaRT % Wtffr Rfj?r gft rttR graft fanfafisra ^ % fercr ^=r mfagrm % 

aTJRfgR gft *tfR gff £ :- 

(i) HTf#FT RTRT raffe % V*E°f SfbT $ foRJ 20 RRfJ Rf?T *pf ffte? oR|ftR gjem. offffc R??tgj f^TT^T 
ft arftm wr 3 $r fi 

(II) '5T5T?TR RR 325/- ^Mvj nRl Vlrt^tEt 4?t Rf ft ftTR-^Pt>«l W*ity, 'jflfti ^<Ri|H % fffjp <rRT Rf 
R^V^t ft RFct ^R 11 

(ill) HH#TOrtI 5TfT cfT?ftfT RTRI raffct RT fa foq 3PR ^T H R Mt % feTR 80/- ^ Rfft ReT^tcft RR 
WftlftW WefRH Rfjff cTC Rf Rgtpt R1T?t TTRJ^T f^RT R T TRRT I 

(lv) 10,000 vtH<sf1E) wf?T r^ ft arftrm itm rr c-Ish in fay rnwfatrrft git RRfftP (ii) gf) erfp <£r 
ftlR-tffcR RRTff ft 20% ^ ^ g5T RfRTR foRT RRT 11 

2.6. HH<f|iO£) git rwttr ?r% mff) gtff str ftmcR ft, 192 ii ftftRf, 200 i ski apjjtfftn ftm rrt 

VII 

3. Rmfftn ftvR/fipTgf nfipRT % 3rqvT?, RRtftfW % hwir gft rRt vfmc Ren mtwarf/Rrn RRtwrarf gft 
wrNfhf^ ftwrart git fJRglt f^Rf^R) fcfR iftRifrici git r^ eft l RRft rtrt feRrftgRf gsr rr fTnfci ft iin t :- 

3n#?v fftftw t^r xfw ftmJhbtf tyvtftnjrH artw tfffcw ( a rn fafnrwiyartf ) 

’ert^ fa) % wi 3 

(I) armry Rf m f*mffar g^ft ft q*gtf ryr »t r$ strir % ^trtr R^t, fagnt Ren 

gst aifam ww rtrt gtRTl 

(li) ‘ff*fa imtnn armT^ Mt^gi ftrR-iH%R mmt gst fr^g-nR Rf R^ept gft errftfsr ft gD 

frrftw nm 3.30 wj hRiIVi rRt Rffatrft amm Rf ^ft3fmft ft TO-i ft ^) ^ ggw»t mi rottr 
ftmT rrt #; artg, ftrRmRm snifir % fcTR 5 fnrt? gfir ^ftfft Rfiiftn, hrv: 2 w[ afh 
3.50 tprr rRi RPTffttft Rrrt mi frgrHT 11 

Rem (fa) % tWr 


(HI) 


(lv) 

(v) 


ftRR wtn gft TfUfcmftrm qRnm artr artfaRnr gft a ngvR mn i # r ftp gefim arwprftrgv 
RftJjnr ¥ti xrft rp rmrm grwiftm aitr t fit m ^erPmt gst Rife rtri grpt % ftiR 

Htwrflsn Riff g^nri 

ftrR-^grrf Rfpft gft R^fti ft g<fRm Rftarmft amrrc git w^fgft ff gg^nt % Rg^ra qftgefi % 
fnv Rprfgf % arwnft stp^r gft grfaH rTari gst virft ffjpt ^ rv ft # i 
^’T'f ^TWTTR 3T?tR f^TR-if%R RT^f aTRRTR RTT f# RffTST RR aifMTf^fl #1 % ftTR-#f%R 

HRrant git 3TftR % ftiR-#f%R RRTont ^ Rf aRRiftn Onf^ftiin fiwg rr^t Ppr rit 

#.- 

(gi) Ri7d ^ afftn, rntd^im, rviri anftr git ftm-itftm ?mm gn 1 1 amtR ft 165 
ftlR-^f%R Ratrt ft ^ %rh 65 fctfgf ft fppj tpg fpT ^| 

W 1 5**< ^ ftiR^tgift git efRfRrtgr, rt^wim atk gfrR % ftrtMtmft in vrv af?T ?f< ^t R fmt 
R7 RftnRirf ^ sign fpgrr rt?irtr rtrt wt % fax sr?tR ftiR-tgsft % gig R fti fR trf 
giffft I 

(r) 3refR tgwrR afa (40 ft 200 fftef) afte afftntfVRT 
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(Vi) 


(vil) 


(Vlii) 


(ST) 10.000 ?cdftW Rfft dft 4ft *t£ddd 4dd4.5 dTm 4ft 3RTd 4 ft 6 mf % R?!fy ft* 60,000 
zz ftr wv affm vjtt ?T45m ft, ^ftfft? flffHR w«iT4 ft diff ft1 

(v) ?dfttftttf st?t hwiRth fftR-ftftm rmt? 3Rftd 4ft ?pddT ft 3rftT4? fti arefd ft (dTd?j?4? 
3rt? fttftrd % fort?) fftR-ftftrd ddT? 96 wj jtRt ?rrfthft sit? ftmft % ?sr ft 60 wj 
Rift 10 d-ifj-fts v den 12 ?jr? dfft ?edftttft fti 

(«T) 31 d'l ft WPTtfRVT d4>cdr 4d ^idid sntc 4R Bw(n? l 'l fftrm ?4T d4>di ft, R?^ 

*j*mf Rdd ft ftm dftf fimn m ttwtt i 

(w) arm fftd-ftfod m^ ft ^ft 4 R ^tttpt dftf 4 s?dT mi, tfr*rfft 4' ftw-tortf 

srst 2.25% s£ft1 TJ 5 T ijdHH 4J?dT m fti 

(TJT) W^STZ 2002 ft 3T^m 3T<ftd ^ 5% ^Tft IJrTdT ft JJJdft ft fftR-ft4?tf ft ftd? dTddd 9% 4ft 

qKdRW ?J?4? ^ fti 

( 45 ) ?dfttft?ft ft yd R?dT4 ft dcdd m Rftm ft? dtsjm 21 fftd-ftpft 12 amdftd <?td ft 
fid? fttdft 3 ?rftfti rttor ft, 21 ft ft mrnr 5 44dm 16 ft w*M) ft art? 

fftd-i45?f ?d ddd 4dft dftf 4?? ?ft ft I ft?ft f^ferfcT ft, ?dft1ftfcft W dF WTT Sffap dftf ft 

fft ywft itt <«dTdf 4ft 4 tdft ft Rftiwrf amrftf 1 

(ar) ?nft Rftfcl 4ft firdi fftftt 3TRsm % ftfcdiftf % fir? ?dftffttftf 4ft ftft nr; ln^r ft 
fftR-ft4??T ft srwiitisd) r? fftm? dftf fftm dm ft 1 
10,000 ?7dftfft1 jrf^r qrof w^dH mir? dim 4? R?dm mp aifirds pr?ft?T fttm fti mrft*r 
httr ipv^ % irmop w ?1mT i ft? 3R4flm *rftfi*Tftrcrf % unwr wi?#h ?tot ?n1 'jn ^ 
aidvitrl pi ^TTVI 5>n^> 3 )c1i<Ji, qcfHi-i ^V) Its Mid ^ ^dTcK <pt ^Ifi qiV*) TTtR^T % fcdij 

ftrrhr ^tpfcr dift ti ^rW w jrqtd duff wt ffwrrfiJn wia ^ ijH*n41^ ^1 ^joth 

BtdTl 

fM MfWw 4, twf^np dtardT ?pt jwmr »ft f^n # ^1 mfdpr ftnr-ihptf 3itr 3n=*i % fed? 
dfafl FWt ait? Wd dst JTf^rdTtff dTfcddT TTTR lt=f ?f 4?d< VRTW JTTdT ptdT I 


4. 3rrt?d?d?arTf ^ m^r ftarf&ralf ?fh ?d^tfl^t vft srfcPjfe ^ndT % wr ^ M eft 1 ?mfttft^t ft 
3rnf?d?d?3n^ 4ft ftrarftdftf ^ ft tuft ^ t ■- 

(i). qftdid STRTT4 ftm? <p?ft ddd dft 2000-2001 ft d*ft 19 f>PT-dflftd esfftft M7 airftm 8.11 upftr 
dd? % vr^rw ?? ftmr? %zjt ndi vti ytoni ft 3njdR «<ndT to t % draw in yd sft 
4dT? ?«ri on sdPnT t aftr nrrjdT? df vftftf arerf^ arfSm ftd its anjwr aiff^rm dTTyftffrd Tpp 
art? ftp? d? tdemrd 4? ?fft i,'deleft hmt? its aftrftd irRiftm ?mr rtm? ftp? d? 

fti aroftc ?j?<p ft irtft m?ft arm m? ft) ftrm? to *n, art? d4-]di?, 8.16 <pfty 

W? 4? fed ?M?4 RTTO 4T7ft % fed? MWTftTd ftftfcn TRTft' 4ft TOddT 4ft d^ eft I 

(II) . fftd-jftftfcd 4? ft ftp? viiift ^5T JT??TT4 dirt ftP?T ddT ft, dftj ftlM-*int'T 'ifdftftT ft JdKi 

vifftdf 4ft 4t ftm ftftrt arerfci; '?f^Tp irI t P i 3dmr 3rt? 'iftifanfcT?? KwftM’ ftv aftrrta amftrd ft 
artftd 4fdr dm ft i yd mm?, ftrd-ftftfcn ?mrt 4ft 250 ???? ?fft ??dfttftt art? Mipftft ?j?45 ?ft 

10 ?m? jftft mf ftt?? w ftidi g 4??ft ft? au£ ?d ?d ? 3 fT ft $> ar^ftr 4ft ?ftt4n? dirt ftnm ?t4tot i 

(III) . ftftr MftdBd TOdd (?d3rt??T) ft fftftd ftm ft ftp ddTftf ftr amted % d?m4 4ft ft 4dft 4r? 

?ft fftdftm fftd-ntipft d4T ?ftftm d ?dn m?, arftr^ fftd-irtfttd dffrftrffc? ft ar^dd ftftf ftrdT 

ftpftt tjrf ftftddT ?mf % ?rftf ?ft ft) m? i yd r???, ai rft?d?d?3dft ft? ?? ftrm? 

dftf ftpm 4d ?T45d1l d?g, dfd Mft4gd ftdddd (?d3ff??T) ft dftdTd f^Td-ftdfft 4ft e?ftef f 
an?5Pd ar?ft R'fdro r? tjdftm? 4>?ft 4? ar^fttr f^m dm ft I 

(lv). ftrfftd ftlR-ft4Tft ft RTR 3?WTTft?d % 3TTdft4» ft, ?f^TT. Hdfdd 3TTWT? ft? %R-ftfftdT Rdrft' 4ft 
df)arT?!ft ft ??dftt^ anm? ft dd?T ftm dm ft t ydft rtotr ft 41 dft 3rm m?ft 4ft 4fy?rm ft i 
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(V). TH 7T«T R ftmR FR 10.000 qft RJR?R RRRf RUT frtfffta q?) r| t q^0 ^ 

faq-tow? ^ ftrar^ fg Rtf % iikR hw qtf ^ 1 1 qla. qftFBn EaTHq (qaatfRi) tf 

tft HR: H R ^ T isfrs R^TH FR^ F5T f^TI ftR t. 10.000 qfa Rf q?t '^ 1 W RR 

F5T HW *£?l Rtf PT>q I Hid $ I 

(vi). sntf ifllRrqifHlf % ?a qq Tjiti ft^Rft ^ q5) t fa faq-ifatf sr otr fam nm 
*[?q* hr fhf 2002 anjaR hrr t\ hr # i safa hhir, H'Rmfaqq grftfaiftgT srt r$h 
qft HTtf Reft tjtf) 1R tRRT HT qit£ PfaRJT Rift tl 

(vli). fatf x^ffet % airwRi % ft qH3ftqH SRT faq h? Wfa qq qTHH faR $ i qRartqR ft rf 
ft TTF faR fa HTqqft *TS7 4 mhTcI qVT ail<(cH JJ^rJ % FFF’fa f^TqOld faq-lfa? U HiclVl 

?pf tfftfta atft q$R, arftrj faR qrft tjft-ftftRE ffterfftcT faq THfc! qn sinter fam anq i 

5. q«na qft imftw vrfa % arroR qq qHftftftrtf 3 faffta fa^atf qq arfoftR ^RR/Rps^faRT ftft qn ar^ftiq 
farm hr vi i gra rj^w faijaff ht hr f^n=rf^rf^ffcT t :- 

(i) . Rf 2001-02 % qFEsntffercT ar^jRftf aftq r[ 2002-2003 avT 2003-04 % tjHfcjHpft % qfcft ft 

hthw ftR? faq hem 

(ii) fftrftfam ftqft qq qftrHTH (arRaftqft^) qffaHH aftq fftglffafl qaft % arfaqrt 3 arHHtfan 
Br«».rfti ftfa qft Hiq i 

(ill) ?h nfafafa ft qfafaffaa sfftnrtq ftrfrq % arrafa qcrt r ftq ^rr^ ^ feTxr R a rft a 
q?#d r ftrq-itffcq hvr) qq Rfnq qR=1 % antR qn qcfqrrq r( ^ ^tr % argaR rfi qqjc^ 
r f*rvR qre artftRi %b q^i 

(iv) 50 hew qqq qftr Rife wq qR qj^qs % qqaiq qsr anmv i 

(v) qtf f% Rtfel % HTf#tr ^ q5t qfERn RqR lEfi arjqlfta t wvqT Rft i 

(vi) HTrtfwrTfort r qnf^a firwja *raT qit r! % hr 3 *nf*TH q^ i 


6.1. qm?) q5) ^qqr^ 15 aij, 2002 qs) RnfMEft 3 amrtfcR q5t tfh q%E gaqi^ ^ 

f^Rftif^n f^rtqq ftR r el > 


qwr Rim (TjRfWfhfl) 

(i) RT RRq qst ftrq-#q^ fR W ffTqREfqq RTRT RIT ^ i 

(li) qq> Rffe ^ ^f-i^ RTe 3 qR-qR WRiaRT ^ qVTHTRUq? 4>ffcRptf F^tft t ait^ qqfqRl R 

qfb»jH qqiq qRrr t, aitf^frftiq R efI r Rarq ftmt. tri £i . i( 

(ill) cqq qftafERf) W qw^ % fM 3THqR t a^ qaqn q^, aje| Hlft # r ,|. (Htf!p WT?ft 

qrnqR % qR qn qfcrfaffem* qwar t) qiEPi^ t\ clzf) qf) 5 *^ r q 1 Wq ; r Rmq 

ftmr rtt ^1 

► , ‘ 1 \ 

(Iv) erti SRT 3t^jq1f%a #5RT RqR q^ aT^a^R ^ f^q ifcft rr qro ^an vt I re) 

at^q^Rll eft 1 fR} ■$& qq^qRH EH «11 

(v) ih Rtflr^t qq aj^RT qnr ^ #1 ct arq-q^ tfrcira #, q^ rt qna(W 

amm R »ft *J*RR VIRI f I qf qfM^ 10 ! ^ fcEJ aqq q5^qi I ,qg Rli q? TERg ^ 

tqT, Hi FE RT W 3Tf«TcT R ^ f I 1V^, FH ^*RI Hfv hW alh RHpf) % 

ftqq ^ anr^ IVfq % FT^ aqqqjt f>E!s)Tt I 

(vi) hf r gtHR qq; qR R4R see ai^Hlt^a qR q^ t al F^t hre rt r ^fri f^rtR 
hr) % faq hfirtr qqjHE qTfferqrRT ^ qro qft amrRTHar Rft #1 






[*nq in—4] _ 1 : arowiR _ 

atUrr t ’R'toT fftiq-tunff <{uWh ;t m artq; fftrcn (an^ww^antf) 

(i) 4 f 4 qiff 4t 4ti qq4444t am f 4 qnq^iTO? 'amft *jqqr 4t *fti arc fh 

ft>4 Hearty 4 tiq>c) #7 

(li), 'STRftnr TJylT'^t qtH-ftq Rf4 qft 3n«HW»'fll qtff 11 tTF 3T«^ qtffrqf aqjpftfl q^T qq WPTTTI 
(III). -4m41 ^nq 4 f^dffteT ?4 ^TTXfl 3TTO qF UUFBlftqi qtff 4l 

(iv) . 'fttqFq'ft; ferq qqqf ff 4 «rnm qcvi^r t, 'fftrq-ftfftqr'ft; fc^rq m ft? arffenrr jnpj>f 

1 1 ijHftWttft am q?r4t4) qq ^qrsr nft>4'id t\ Fq 5 *t 4 f i 

(v) . ^TTm qiVeft^r fMqqq w mwifoq *44 qrffcqi io.OOO q<q4t4t qfftr qft *rft qjqqq 

qT44hjFT qraT qq itwft ar?fq 4 4t ;j?t qmt 4tm f | ^ ftqT ft; jtc4f % faq ?) ft; 
wr^r? q*f ft; fofv i 

(vi) . qf4 xjqtftftteft 4 aft arftm t 4t «jnk ar^T 3nftr 4 vqfttftt^t 4 wiqfqfftci qtft fRt i 

(vii) . arm 4 gfWftt oqTTr f i FFf qqqqqqq 4t arfferq; qc£*F 1 1 qf4 «qq i y qft a;4t 

4t iRinftl<4 q5t 3fk srrmf^n qqqT qi?4 # qt 4 am aft qqyq qqqTF fM) Tqffcq i 
(vill). qq4 ft; fftrq fttvfqqftqq; afeqftq qft 3rmvq#d! 11 wr arwnft arftniFq % antrrr q? qtft Ft 

otrtti arqfq pt tw »f) qcTcrr Htivi ■mi 3kt amt #, uf*r *r4 f44q 4’ qtftf fftrq-ftfftqi qq*f q 
fftqn qqT Ft i 

(lx), ftci <4 qft arqr4*4tq tremrart 4, qqTHq ft; qiqq; foqtfftrq Ft ^4 f I qifHT q^t' % anwy % qrft 
4 4 \4 yjylftia srfrrar4t % f^rq *1^ , ?irft?T eVn i 

(x) . 5Tc4m tfffe 4 q^TR ^ ^ ^n 'fr^Tft I ^Bt '4 *jb; hz4tft gf^En4' w ^erfe 4 

wTftR qft qn imp4) # i q^m ^ qq arf^m qq 20%cr*f ^rt FtqT i 

(xi) . qm ftrq-tq* ist qt t^fet % ottcr % 4qe? 4, uf«qfiNrr irat^m r4 R?-ryRt qtt dft)R <st 

q^rqr ^t $ l pqf^q, qt qftfe Rftqqcff t^tfe *t4 inf^q 1 1 

(xii) . q?r^T vm 4 10 tr4 to qeftqwui ^ ferq ?tqT I pq rrt 4q?r «ra q5t y rem^ ft 

3TR«f 1 1 

(xlll). qe4 % ferq wwiiftiq qqfet 4 4 atftraqTT ^t4 # i ^rqpr yi i pr-?T'e qq qiff ygftt ?t rs 4 I ^tfe 
qmrftnp anqq4 ft; ?t4 Ptftq i 

(xiv) . qft’fet ft; FRfuwr qft ar^qf^ arm Ft4t i 

(xv) . wqq4 fftpr-fftifTi qis arqiftF ijq'dH ^t 3?' : j4qT q^4t t, q?g qqftt4t4t 4 ^41 cftqt - arqq^, 

qeT^kft qft sift «?4c qirirr fftjymi ft; wnt fftRT 1 1 q? 3TqmTfftns a4? 3 t^rt 11 

(xvi) . n«iiRiri f>rq-4fftm 5rqrf 325/- w? qf4 qcr4t4t 4, arwq 4 w qqrr 96/- mq 4 i20/-wq 

i I q*nft4t4t qft ^ arf^q; #i p??y4 3iq?q I^rt ^ i 
(XVll)i pf? RTU 'qt^RT'ampsfq; q4t ^ I ?r 4 q^fT qR (3T«rqT q^f) qtftqqf Ft4t i 
(xviii). arfftnF tjwrfirat ft; ftrq srftjtftff 4fftR qn-s, !4bHisq 3rqw ?t4 qifftq i 

(xix) . q7'T4t<4 ft; w ft 4 arq^ ft; qftw?, 20/- wrq qf4 q4 4teq q^jeT 

qigtr aif4is 1 1 qFFT ftpRt q4?T: 3T7m-3Tcfq qqf q^t #? 

(xx) . afqfq 4 ‘qTe^Wm'ait? '4q-qTe44qqq' qft q'qqqqi ft; 4 f 4 qft q f^qr Rq i qftr qqfttfttcft ftqr 

q^qr urtfw t 4t q4 q«j4 ar^fq qf4^q arqqrqT qiftq i 

6.2. 4^w ^qqrf 4, qqftWhft 4 qrc 4 firq qq frrf4rrr f4ftqq 4 qp4 qq4 M wf qft qt eq qT w ti 

qqftt qqTUT, ff fftqq qqr t fft; fftiq-«tfftqi ft; ftqq c^rfet ft; r? 44 44 qft qt'qqr qqartqq skt 3T^4tf4?T 
q^f f I qqa4qq 4 «nq 4 f4*qf?Tfft5m f44q fftq 4 :- 


(0- 


cfqqt ft; ^i?4q 44 qft ql^qi qrtq 4 ft^nq ^qq4t ftisq 4 12 rf 4tf4 q yt4t I 
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(II). HTaftt ftF? ft mffef 3nftdd 5T«im ftRT aftft flft ^ ?rftt % t^TTf ftfa? 

Ftftt, 3ft? spjqa am*y 3rftftm aftf atari 
(Hi). 3?ft? ataftta ?an ?? i 

(Iv). #H! ft Wi: "HMlfOl ?5(T «ITfftd ??, aft 10 , 000 '??ft) 7 ft qfo aft aft tTHTT tjft 

dftf aft ?Tft) #1 

6.3. 3rr£r*?m???3TTft ft ?ft$w <i*rai< ft ft? araft ftrfora fftftaa 3 3Rfa, aaRT art? a?iami w*if 
?? itm fa? *? aRTaRt aft ftWII % 3iT<7>3 H?dd fa? *t I 

6.4. ?£T4lft ft a* d?Hcft aft ft fftHfaftd 3ft? Tift ??ft) : _ 

(I). iRfttfttftt, aftRT aft? ?r?aaft ftm-fftftyft ftta aft ftrftaftat, aft litf ut, aft we aftaT. 3ft? 
5 ?) a?t % dR ft fTTfftcH a?ft % ft? TT?f ft) H?drftfl aft? I 

(ii) . ?q4)fttdf) hf fftfta aft? ft aF tfRiiM ftar? % ft? tnjcftl aft ^mnf ft aftaftft ftfttf) ^ art 

armr ama ?nFm ft srerar qftt i 

(iii) . 3nft??r??R?Twrft, msftft'i aftm ft> ?ffter ft a?w? am ft? *? wftlw» i % aft ft ?H4)rtftt 

am ?rqim ?$aar^ ft aft qft aft? % ftaft ft ftrftsa ftftaa, aft aft$ ft), ftm i 

7.1. ^raift ft ^ waft a? 3nft??rm??T?3rrft ft 3ft? fftfftid ftrtaa mwpr ft? ft, ftrw ?n? 

ftpn ftrftsid ft 

iRcflft % (<f>) a? 

(i). 4?J5ft aft 5 n^ aft sf)3fT?ft) ft rjol^tftt ft amift % maa a? tRpfafftt 3 ft? ant? 4ft ?Ta ft afttf 
3RT? 'dft) ft I 

(li). 5 ?rft?, ?T?qiR WT7T fttafafa aeft ftftftt fttftaf aft 3ffcR ma rtft am ftftt aft 54?f ft ?f?fttR art 

3f^tftftd ftRT ?? I 

(iii). a?^, qmjftftt snen? a? smrrfta ftm-ftftm aa? TPja-aa q? aft dTftw ft ?j?53nd aft 
dTftra dm 3.30 ?>«? ft aR a>? 2 mq? qfft ft? qfcr ?e!ft)cft ft? ?? 3 ft? ftftmfftd cwafti % 
ft? imnftd a^r 5 ??? ft a? m? 3.50 ?mr qft ft? qft wftft) aft i 
(Iv). 5?ft* arcTTar, 5?ft m?c) anf) aft aim «udl a^) aft?mT ft i 

SRdTT % m (?a) ?? 

(v). ftm-ftft? q?r? 3ft? oTT5ftftenft ^fft ETrmdft ft a?j?r ft? mft ?nft ftmft. ?t^?a ?j?mft ft 
H?iMria qTftraj?? am vjfcviRad ?T?a?ft ft?n-Pi<Jvi) % aft I 

(vl). ft?'ftftm a??) ait 3 ieftT ft a?j 5 T ft? m ?ft q?Tft % 3 tj?tt? 112 ??? qft ft?n ?? 

sit? arifftm ftswr ??aift ftan-ftftftf % m^?rr? ?ftffftcT ft?r ?? i 
(vii). ft autp ftftft ft arftrm aft? fta?r? fttftnm wiki m?ft % ft? dsi^a at ft, afttft? aftframT 
ms#? wtr ?ffet ft marft aft ftm amt aft ^tfi? aft cm? ft mftft i 

8. TRfttfttft) ft F?ft qaftt Hr^d? ft aft? ?t^Tfi ^?ai4 ft warn ^ ^ ?taft ft F?ft am ftfftt ?$ atftftw 
^ert ft? ft) eft i 5 ?ft ft «j>w fft^aft aa ?tt? fftmfciftsid t :- 

(i). aft 2001-02 ft? ftreft % 3 ttett? a? ftm-ftftm ^ftren?) aft ftm % mad fftam ft ftafttra ftp? 
a? ft i aft 2002-03 3ft? 2003-04 % f£? ?a aft? 3fm m arirnmi ftnn a? ft i 





[3F7III—3R54] 
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(ii). fft^ft) 3 Tft ) q ifl % wrm wwiftm ?7757)Ri3 5)^31 7 ) 5% arfcTf^m 3TT3 5)ft) I 

(Hi). 577ft 7*7^ fW t f% $}ft % MtaFeH 3fh7 fft ft t frlfl 37 3f%7>T73 ft 3%f ftftnfft 

3tf t1 577 ft 73ft?)w f%37 t fo 3773 ft f^nrtftm ^yf) 3ft 7 ) 37 - 37 ? W37 3tf 3ft t1 

^Vllcj+3 % ft, fftftfft777 ijft) 177 3fcT57T3 33 fft37373 3?ft35 7)37 & fft3c3 372te % 3TTCTT7 

37 ftnn 337 t i ft)oj3T 3fftft3ffr3) art? rt)u(37 ft33Tf)y) 3 ft 37)373 c)7srf353 33rpf) 7 ) 37 - 31 ? 35T?) 

^Jftf) 3 ft <i u l r ll % f^17 3jftf$777 3iT<t>V t 3ft 37333) 3ft 5W373 3tf ftcf) I 'eJT^>, 3Tf&35?°T ft 7)3T-37? 
3JTtf ^yft % Hit) ftft % fcT? 3f)? firm t, 5?7ft?? 35WTT 37^313 % 3T7E77? 37 57 ) ^37^777 %37 
W tl 

(Vi). (35). 777ft 3t7'7T3T t f% HTTTWVt ft|v>l3l % 3T£f)3 37 37J77 f%? 3rrft 37c) J737? 

ffttrfiftn 357 ft % 377)373 7 ) 3 ft 2000-01 ft Tnft 19 f%3-tf%3 5?rtcft ft cvrfSm 773773 37 
fifVT7 f%3T 7T7IT #1 35 3fft35f?37T f%37 337 t f% 8.11 357)5 33 qft3M 773773 33T? 
7757 337 tl 19 % 373%3 ?j^3> ft 5tft 3T<ft 3ift'35 3T3fftf 37 ft) f%E71? f%3T 337 

t1 

(75) ‘ftTJTfj 377)33' % 3737ft ft 733ft 5777377 ft 3)ftft 7777)33 3t) f%37 377T t art? %3577 3ft 
2000-01 ft 713773 35) 3373 TTSfft % fcTTf 3713T7 ft 3fftqft3 357ft 33 7777713 f%37 

331 373 tl 

(V). 577 3tRT35VV| 573 ftr37 337 Tfqft HSIMTH) ft *jfft/537T %c7 77*f33 % for? 337773 S77T 37Tft 

ftTn-fftftyrf ft fcr3T 33i f 1 i o 3ft %) amffer % f^T3 fft9-ftf%3 ^ o ngftft ftft 3 ft hHhh 

3)3737 3ft 7Je737 53 ftTn-fftlfftf ft, %)f% *Jc777: 30 3ft % frnj ijfft 33337 7357 ft>77 3 ft 37r£ 37 
ftft % f*T5 t, 3t) 3ft 3TT 77357ft I 

(vl). ftm-APJ53 ft5 T^ffdf % TrryftTT ftft 3ft <ft^n 577 57 TiTfftrr ttttT ftr fe75 7773577 

5TO ftTijft 3ft 3M3V33577T wtftt tl ?7T 53)^3 % ftTV 3573773 33(735 3Tfft3RV) jjjj 3f5jjft^3 3377 
*nf( ftmi 3777 11 

(vli). 35 ‘fti(ff5 371)357’% f%3-tf%3 3317) 3ft 37J7ft) 3ft 5357^ ft 3fftl7f3 TTftft) 373ft 377773 35) 7773377 
f*m77 % fcHJ 3T773 357ft ft 775377 tl §3ft 775 ft) 7337 f%7TF t f% 3573773 33(e35 37^73573 33 
37^3)33 %377 f%3-tf%3 33T7) 3ft ?33t 3ft TftanTft) ft 373t)7f) ft 35crlft % 373=) 377773 % Tftrft 
ft 3)37 373 tl 

(Vili). f%3-tf%3 % fcTft % 57757)77 ftft 3ft 3)3737 3ft 3fft) 7735 7T735R ffTTT 37^3)^77 3lf) f%7n 

337 t, 3ft^ %337 37^77, 2002 ft ftft) 7Tt ft) I 

9. fTT 3737ft 3ft 3)143it) % 7ft7T3 3353 3?) 3^ 7733 7J337 % Tftrft ft f^7f?7 3357T 5)rf) t > 

(i). 357ft 737£ f%TJ 5jn 55 % 377773 % 3) 3T3 tl 37TTT3 373-1 ft 37f3T3 f%3-ftf%3 3377) 3ft 37J77 

357ft 3ft 535lt ft 3f%5rf3 ftR3if?377 t, 577ft 37)373 37) ft 3ft< 3l)7 37)313 TTTtT % 3fft37f3 
7llfft57 ftt) f| % 3T3-II ft ftftffl ^Hfe) % 73T5#3 ftft 3ft 37777^77 3)^737 % 3fft)3 33 

5357)77 7(?3ft 3ft7 f%3-tf%3 3377) % fc3V 37^3)33 3ft 3lft 3ft 3^ 11 

‘2.7Q5G}) /o^ — ^ 
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(II) . TTOTPT % *TT*T-II % VtlV 3 FF t ffc H+aif^cT cHl^ftHI ^TTT Fit 3pft rTFT IWm 

5T7T W ' ^H^ TT wtf ftlFT 7 T?TT t1 ??T% 31 WRIT, TJTTifWtet t 3Ppft F?f $i PTP 3 WTFtfffHT F^RTT 
% 3Ttft , T q^n ftlF FTPt FTW JPTRt ?t W'*41VI Fit FtTf^TFT wt F?t hT*T Ft t, H'ifJ, F*t % 

*TFT 3 tll f* T W FI?t % fcTT wf FF H«1IF Wlff fVOT #1 1TR A FiFT t ftl ilium F? FTTfaW Ft 7 ) 
FT?ft FT^ tt W!fR 5T7T 3PJ*Ttft?T wt I 

ftm-tflfrn twfelf 4l WTF#H t 7 ) ^ fc?? T?H*fl^ F?t ai^JPftT % HYfcT f%4q 3lt? WTF#%n 
tzTTWT % cvJIfi) F? ti , <<ri'( BT7I Pi u f4 foTTJ WT 7 ) F? vi4 q>)^ fiTFTF *iifl Ft ?RB¥n ?l) Tt?t RFJFFlt 
Ft Flvin 3it? WT 7 ^ qi'e) F? <1 iRin ?lclT % aTtfH f^rf^W F?J5T fJfl? Wp) Fit 77 ! TPTRt Fit 31 -^h) f«t d 
wi f?t m ftiFWu i fit fir! #i pf ttIpipt ?t?fit? 5NT ar^fttf Ft 7 ) rtf v$ arrem ^nf[ 
f*PTIWtfT ftp ptu i H I & vJTT ft?=t Ft F?) & 7 TPT 3 M: WTW f*TW FTTqTTT I ?TCW f^FUPTFI Fit) 
tft?r) FFT % FTP 3 FT HTftTFI?^ ?T?FiT? % Wift Mill FIT FPTftfa Wt 3lt? dF dFJ F?f tl 
7 TFT tf e il f*IM FI? 7 ) tl ftPT FTOT dtt t, WF dFI ?T?FST? SfT?T HFTP?H ■^PRT arfafarm Ft SPY! 54 
3 t«tft ill % 3rcfPi fat?T wrtt dtf f^ 7 wk)I Fd HMcdT 4 -4) ffy) ff TnftrFiYd % YTW 
fatuK-faHef ammPF t1 

fit fVfa ^tftrffer 3 tm^r stcjwtt f^rerf>r»T «tfwt TfFtft f^rffenn f&rffr % Tnf) 

^ ar^jtnr ^nff ftrm w ^i 4? Tnf^wn ?rnT ftrcnr f^ ftprr r^wf) 

Wl 45^ % ^ wiff £ I 

YfrfWW WT A 3PP* HW I 4 % WT-I 3lt7 7 TT 7 T-II W) 3TW 7 ! ^ frPT 'HFHfl Ft nFT «IT I F« 

Rferftr % TrtM^K, r^tTri % mF-l # fcR form w 1 1 Hwiftd WTF^ftm zitw^rr % 

areft 7 ! Rfjwrr rarawT w ?tf fimni fW wt itwt t. wf 'FtaHr % f^pf w 

af^iM RF?T % RTOTcT ^FTT R^TRT SR^fT 45^111 

(III) TTffTRI TTST 7 TT 7 T-I *T^ft F’FnJ ?p) *ft$Vr€\ ^ D^p) ^ ^Ff*m tl ^ FF 

we 45^ % f^n? 4FT pin «u f% ai^r ftfT 3 ftrF-df&RT m arrqK ttt ftsi? wr 

e# # arte ttrttf jrqtffiT 3 rt # RfF ^ f*m 11 arr^eiwrTRisnt ^ fo N^tieto 

fst x f*f?T: Pfft ^ aiYe en®! Fejcft a5t g<?>i^ ^f MR^rf'i Ff^rFRFWi *),*-«(4 ^ 

3TRPR % ^TFTotf % ^ 3fftp»> MTIMW WTSTT Fit •3TTYTT FW Fit t I RTR 3lt? FFtrTiT3rf % 4Hr 

VT FYWR , 0*T*(1<rl % TT^TVR, ?7T hiBi<F'< u i Fit 5TWTTF % FRI MCFI Fit ar-jHlfija qix^ FIT 

arftrwre wift ti Fit ff ^rc-ctesr frft mtff^TF? FtFT fti FtdFiMi ftpt ^ftct ^ ift antw, 2001 ^ 

YFT#R?t 3rrarR?r rftr ffjw fam wt rft #i 

(lv) FF?t ff'c ftnn tjff #, rr?ttf ^ fJhh $ ^fintcpT Fft wtn Fiff Fft Fif 1 1 *rq^fr 

Ftt 5F)i^ ^ftFrf'1 % 3pjwe, %FW FF Fet Fit irnfycF nipt F>t hT j i Fit ^ 1 1 'WTpeT'P'T % 
jnrtww 4i f^F, TwtfWtet ^ wwfpt ^ TFRfW 3ft? iiftarmft ^ 4t^T 60:100 FF apjqTTT WT 7 ; 
f%FT tl ar^TTcT Fit TPFWT 3 Ft F?t 3lt?TeT F? ftmT? F^t ^ 1 1 5TWTTF RTfteT Ft?n t, 3ft? 

FF gVct'ill'flil t t% ITFtniiaft t »ft F?TFiT ?TW^ ftlFT 11 

(V) F?£?ft F?t FFFt TftFcfH f^TT? % far? ?ft1^T?T ^tT t, F?rfcF? TRRft^fW IT?T ft? TT? F-TPTP 

ftF?^' F?t 7 is?it ^ arm wtt F^t ^ tl pfrTfWr/^F pf^ftr-FT? f^prtftRT ^ft 4i f^fippt tf 
FifcwTFFt etifeft >p#M % enfc ??ftFF? Fi?t % fc-r? H?ftn wiff fW i wf wwt pftttpt 

HTTP *qt?t % 3 tTf 5^ ^ f ?rt F 7 RfWW, Fltfcp ?RTFT pttiftFH IPFIFft 3TTPTRTT t, 5T?T ^?n ptf ^? 
?TFI*t % <7ii?ui aTRTPft wtt 'Mdst FIT >Mqict I 





[HFTI1I—g^4] 
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(vl) 3TTf??T??r??T3TT£? rt q^HH faq-rtfa? qqrrt rt rtrtt rt?rt rtt rtf? rtt 11 q«FT, HT HRofI rtTOT 
q?j^ft rtt rt qftqrtn rt fa? tl tj?t?t. yq^crt rt 'TOFrt'frt? rtfaqr rtt rttn qqwrt ?? 
awn frt?n t art? ??rrt Mvmt i rt rt*ra ■$& wtot art? ftnjrii qpfat rt qq^trs Ffrtt I am: *?r 
HlRSjFWui rtt f?T 3HTWT rt 3fTlf??T??T??T?arT^ rtt rtf? ?rtt^I7T Ff?rt rt 3>feqT^ Ft ?^t # I 


10.1. q faqrq? 3 TO , kjm^ qrtf art? ?rtt ftraT?-frtq?f rt 3 TTett? q? qF infifWT frtq-rtfrtq qqrrt rtt swrtf rtf 
qftqefq ?frttft ? q«flifl<fl rt q?mq ?? qrq-l ar^jrttftci ^5?m t art? F?rrtt qrt rt fft rt tofj?it? rtrttqq ?5 ?ctt # i 
??t % *rpT rt ?rtrrt«R anj^tr rt wr rt rtc-pq rt frtqr qqi £1 


FfT rt«ra rt qqtftrtlcrt rt tott wwiq qrqr Ftrt q? nwiq rt ?m-i! q? q? fart rt frten? frt?T ^iitoi i F?f 
q? brrtr rt apq FRrt rt ?tw-?tw, rtqq 5 r^?qrt eTFj gr?rt q? ?rrfa?T ?rrt rtt mfrtc? irtrtt i ?qrttrttrtt rtt art? 
rt iTF w'fenif rtfim ??srrt rt, ?f fftto q+diq rt qiq-1 % faqcqq rt ?rw rt? fftt w 1 1 


11 . fw anrtn rt apjrttftcf qrt rt qrq rt ?mtETq qprer rt ■imha rt arffcr^ftm ?rtrt rtt mrtUa rt 15 ftq rtt 
?rtRt % qrara ftp; fWi 


tip. nm, ai«w 
I fwi II I/I V/143/2002/aTOT. ] 


a^pta 


qrR ^?n?T rtirtf rt ftPHtfrtn. frt*rf°T 3ft? w«ui*rt rtt *ix««i rt 
wrt % ?fcnf rt xprtfrM rtt rtrtf rt *ift rt ?tfittHi 


^F-lll ■ q?rq ^rm rt?rrt rt ftm-lftiq, Pih^i 3ft? m???nrtf # *tx**ia w»n? nft ■iduH rtwn (I) wt 
icrai? Pi*^ifciRad nftrwrfrtfl ftnn wirar % :- 

(I) w -qm ftfT q? ?hF f%? vftt qTTOJprt % Hwrt rt, ?r i 5^-?Tcr q? q^errt q?l ?nrt?a rt frt^ifeiffeiF 

qqr? tnjci ftiq qn?frt > 

(1) Tr« 5 ?r (tk q? q^qrt # cnrtw rt rtftFT Tfs <P?rt mrtw rt cnrtci % f^iq 3.30 w; 

qfrt ftq qfrt 1 

(2) vxieRR # fi i frtqfrtd aiqf^ % ftf? 5/- to? qfrt ?cTrtW qfrt i ftfrtqfrtq 3?qftf ?q? qiF qfci 
600 qc^rttrtt fM i 

(3) qft “d /TOTq qq^is (2} A f^| irtty q?^ qtncT rtt iff^q qnrt ?w?tt t cit?rt^ anrfti % 

4ft? 3000 f-w « ^^TOPiFiri! rt;j 10/- ^q? qfrt ?ro^kft Hfrtftq ftf ^ f^i? Ffrt 

si? 3000 rt aifirw rt wr^irtrtrt ^ ?1 *ttf ^ fei? Flrt i 

(4) a qz fo (3) rtt aiqfli rt 3ifii?5 aiqlti rt fa? 20/- qq? qfrt ?H^trtl qfrt f%q I 

fatqfartt 

(i) \3rq? qfaqfrtm rpt?, arfaqroT rtt ?rtpf aiqftr rt faT? qrroqrq rt ^ ?^rrtW q? q?pr frt? 

qq^rti 
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(li) WWt % RTF 4ft RRRT llflfcR wf 4ft fllflW 3PT^ RTF 4ft ^4qdl nrf)<* 

R4T, Wm: lOarftvT I 

(ill) uNfUw ftrf*nrf*m arRffcr 600 wemT oti rtr aftt rtf rr f*mrr 4 ft [>mf l >n 4ft 
RttlRRTFmR: 


600 Rcrahsf ctm % ut?trtr 

1 RTF 

601-1200 

2 RTF 

1201 -6000 Ffftf 3tftTR5 

3 RTF 


(iv) 4 ofctUH uft tJTlfpr: <f4> ft f 3ffa fafnqftn 3TRftT 4ft RRlf^T ^ ^ FRT ftTR RR f, 

RR^tR (2) % 3T«ftR TRJoT fJRR RTj HRTtf ffr# & F5R *¥ T|[C fft ^TTtpft I ^[C 45T RfiTRR f^T»*rac[ 
f^ufftci j%rjT umrm :- 


(fhPTuftd csr^rf^r, ftrRl 3) - (rtrtr 3 wft finf 4ft tf'cm) 

(ftrf*TRf*RT 3TRfa. 3) 

RR^Rf ^TRTRTR % 3TT45R it! 3TTOT? R? fa*Rfctft«JI?1 3tftT45RR tftRT R4? RTTtpft : 


rtrrh jpt 3nnrrr 


Rip! ftnf Rtf gra WRTtf iff nRl*m 4 TTP^ 3lfiT4>?TR q[C 


6000 R vT^tcft R45 
6000 R5Frftcft arffcntr 


25% 

40% 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 28th August, 2002 

No. TAMP/16/2002-MBPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 
(38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal received from the Mumbai Port Trust 
(MBPT) regarding revision of ship-breaking charges as in the Order appended hereto. 
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The Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) 


Applicant 


(Passed on this 12th day of August 2002) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) for 
licensing of plots for ship-breaking and revision of ship-breaking charges. 

1.2. The proposal submitted by the MBPT vide Its letter dated 23 January 2002 did not 

contain the Agenda Note and the Resolution passed by the Board of Trustees of the MBPT (stated to 
have been explaining the details of the proposal). The relevant details were furnished by the MBPT 
subsequently on 18 February 2002 after being pointed out about the omission. 

2.1. The proposal of the MBPT consists of the two components - (a) proposal to 
change the unit of levy of ship-breaking charges under a ‘Common User’ facility from ‘GRT’ to ’LDT’ 
basis; and, (b) proposal to fix charges for licencing of the ship-breaking plots. 

2.2. The MBPT has made the following main points about its proposal for changing the 
unit of levy; 

(i) . In the existing SOR, ship-breaking charges are prescribed in Section III of Bunder 

Scale of Rates based on the ‘GRT’ of the ship. 

(II). Prior to 1991, the ship-breaking charges were levied based on LDT (Light 
Displacement Tonnage) of the ship. 

(Hi). The ship-breaking charges at the other yards are also prescribed based on the LDT. 

(iv) . Various port users have also sent their representations to the port insisting that this 

charge should be levied on LDT basis. 

(v) . It has proposed to have the rates under the existing arrangement on 'Common User 

Basis' in order to ensure that there is an enabling provision In its Scale of Rates in 
case offers are not received for licensing all the plots or in case a few licenses have 
to be terminated mid-term. 

(vl). A ratio of 60:100 based on past average of vessel?, ip, MfrP&Pl Pod during the 

last three years from 1998 to 2001 have been for conversion of the 

existing ship-breaking charges from GRT to LDT bp$j&. 

(vli). The existing conditions are proposed to confjopp yyifpppfc 

2.3. The MBPT has given the following main reason? fpf q^-Jjirealdng plots on 

long term basis: 

(I). Ship-breaking activity is carried out on 12 plots at Lakri BppdPfr ((Sp^i#)) and 7 plots at 
Powder Works Bunder. 

(ii) . The.operations are labour intensive end are carried opt by, the ship-breakers through 

contractors' labourers and equipment. 

(iii) . The pilotage and towage necessary for beaching of vessel Is provided by the MBPT. 

For breaking operations, necessary equipment are provided by the ship-breakers and 
their contractors. 
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(Iv). The ship-breaking activity causes lot of environmental pollution due to generation of 
waste material. This has, therefore, attracted attention of various International 
organisations who are insisting the need to properly monitor, regulate and control this 
activity. 

(v). Presently, the plots are allotted to ship-breakers for the duration of breaking of the 
ship. Upon completion of breaking, the plot is handed over to the port. Due to this 
temporary allotment, a ship-breaker is unable Invest in Infrastructure development 
which is essential for better productivity. 


(vi). The average revenue earned from this activity during the last three years was to the 
tune of Rs. 10.52 crores per annum approximately which has now fallen to Rs. 8.11 
crores in the year 2000-2001. 


(vll). In view of the these circumstances, it has proposed to licence 12 ship-breaking at 
Lakrl Bunder and 7 plots at Powder Works Bunder (PWB) plots for a period of 10 
years. 

2.4. It Is pertinent to note that the MBPT has not sought approval of this Authority as 

regards the proposed terms and conditions governing the License scheme. This scheme Is proposed 
for approval of the Central Government only. The salient features of the proposed scheme for 
licensing plots for ship-breaking are summarised as follows: 


(I). The allotment of 19 plots for ship-breaking activities plots will be done in two 
categories: 


(a) . Category ‘A’'for the regular / existing ship-breakers of Mumbai Port; and, 

(b) . Category ‘B’ which shall be open for all ship breakers subject to fulfillment 

of the criteria prescribed. 

(ii). (a). The 12 plots at Lakri Bunder (South) will be reserved for Category ‘A’. The 

competitive bidding in this category shall be Invited only from regular / 
existing ship-breakers who have broken minimum 10,000 GRT during last 
three financial years (1998-2000) at the Mumbai Port. 


(b). The criteria proposed for the Category ‘B’ Is that the applicant must have 3 
years of experience In ship-breaking industry; and, should have broken 
minimum of 10,000 GRT or should enter Into a management contract with 
another ship-breaker who meets the minimum prescribed experience criteria 
subject to their forming registered firm or company on allotment of the plot 
within a period of six weeks. 


(iii) . The basis for allotment of plot has been proposed as follows: 

(a) . In case, some plots from Category 'A' remains unallotted, the same will be 

Included In the Category 'B' for allotment. 

(b) . The basis of allotment of plot in both categories will be in terms of the highest 

upfront fee offered. 

(c) . The parties can bid for more than one plot. A maximum of two plots shall be 

allotted to one ship-breaker under Category ‘A’. 

(d) . All the other conditions shall remain the same for both categories. 

(iv) . Non-refundable upfront fee of minimum Rs. 50 lakhs is proposed to be collected from 

a licensee for allotment of the plot. The basis of acceptance of offer will be the upfront 
fee quoted over and above the minimum prescribed amount. 
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(v) . It Is proposed to grant the license for a period of 10 years subject to a condition that it 

shall automatically coma to an end without any further action by the MBPT, unless 
the licence is renewed within three months prior to the date of expiry of the licence 
period. 

(vi) . A minimum committed throughput of 10,000 LDT per year Is to be achieved. In case 

of failure to achieve the minimum committed throughput, the port shall Initiate action 
to terminate the license. 

2.5. The MBPT has sought approval of this Authority to the following rates leviable under 

the licensing scheme: 


(1). A license fee of Rs.20 per sq. mtr. per month for the entire area of the licensed plot 
which is payable quarterly in advance. 

(ii). Ship-breaking charge at the rate of Rs. 325/- per LDT of the ship which Is payable 
before beaching of the ship. 


(III). For others vessels broken by the Licensee, at the licensed plots, an additional fee of 
Rs. 80/- per LDT will be levied before beaching of the ship. 

(iv). A discount of 20% is proposed to be offered to the Licensee in the ship-breaking 
charges payable as at (li) above, for the excess tonnage broken above 10,000 LDT 
per year. 

2.6. The proposal of MBPT was approved by Its Board of Trustees vide Resolution No. 

192 dated 11 December 2001. 


3. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, a copy of the MBPT 

proposal was circulated to the concerned port users/representative bodies of port users for their 
comments. The comments received from them are summarised below. 


Iron Steel Scrap & Shlpbreakers Association of India (ISSAI) 

A? r eg ar d .?,ffQmPdnent. ( a) 

(i) . Larger size ships will beach in Mumbai port by fixing charges on LDT basis, thereby, 

resulting in higher revenue for the port. 

(ii) . The existing ship-breaking charges on ‘Common User Basis' are proposed to be 

converted from GRT to LDT basis at Rs. 3.30 per day per LDT from the date of 
beaching to the date of commencement; and, Rs. 5 per LDT per day for the 
regulated period which may be revised to Rs. 2 and Rs. 3.50 per LDT respectively. 

As regards component (b) 

(Hi). It Is necessary to take a long term perspective and viability of the industry and not 
short term present_pcenario. If the proposal is not realistic and reasonable, it will not 
encourage the entrepreneurs to procure plots. 

(Iv). The ship breakers prefer to continue with existing policy of causal allotment of plots 
with the only change in the mode of charging from the existing GRT basis to LDT. 

(v). The entire proposal is based on the model followed at the Alang ship-breaking yard. 
Based on a comparison of the ship-breaking operations at Mumbai with that at Alang 
the following facts have been presented: 

(a). The ship-breaking capacity in India at Alang, Mumbai, Kolkata, Sachana etc. , 
Is far in excess. Out of the 165 ship-breaking plots at Alang only 65 plots are 
operative. 
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The Mumbai ship-breakers have to compete with Alang ship breakers to get 
ships apart from competition at international levels with ship-breakers from 
Bangladesh, Pakistan and China. 

Back-Up area (40 to 200 mtr.) and Infrastructure at Alang are much better 
than at Mumbai. 

Minimum committed throughput of 10,000 LDT per year is allowed to be 
clubbed with 60,000 tonnes for a block period of 6 years at Alang which is 
not the case in the instant proposal. 

The ship-breaking charges proposed by the MBPT are higher as compared 
to Alang. The ship-breaking charges at Alang are Rs.96 per LDT (for 
wharfage and beaching) and Rs. 60 per 10 sq.mtr. as rent plus Rs. 12 per 
LDT. 

Transfer of plot is permitted at Alang by payment of transfer fee which is not 
allowed at the Mumbai Port. 


There is no need to pay Octroi duty at Alang ship-breaking yard whereas at 
the MBPT, ship-breakers have to pay 2.25% Octroi. 

The actual duty increase following the Budget 2002 is about 9% for Mumbai 
ship-breakers as compared to 5% at Alang. 


(vl), (a). The proposal of the MBPT that the 21 existing ship-breakers will bid for the 
reserved 12 plots gives a wrong Impression. In fact, about 5 out of the 21 
are associates of the remaining 16; and, a few ship-breakers are not 
operative at present. That being so, the contention of the MBPT that there 
will be competition in bidding for these plots Is false. 

(b). The representations of a number of ship-breakers to the MBPT to auction all 
plots without any reservation have not been considered. 

(vii). The proposal for minimum committed throughput of 10,000 LDT per year appears to 
be very high. Inspite of putting best efforts it is possible that a licensee may fail to 
meet the target due to unforeseen circumstances. Further, there is no specific 
provision in the existing Scale of Rates for penalty by way of confiscation of plots. 
The proposed provision may lead to substantial loss of revenue to the MBPT by non- 
utlllsation plots. 

(vlli). In this backdrop, It has also proposed an alternate scheme which will be fair to the 
existing 8hip-breakers dhd other; and, also fetch better revenue in competitive bids 
to the port. 

4 A copy of the comments received from the ISSAI was sent to the MBPT as feedback 

information. The MBPT has made the tallowing main points with reference to the comments of the 
ISSAI: 

(I). While formulating the Instant proposal the revenue of Rs.8,11 crores earned on all the 
19 ship-breaking plots in the year 2000 - 2001 was considered. The scheme 
envisaged that this level of revenue should be maintained and accordingly the 
proposed charges were framed under two heads, i.e,, nominal licensing fees In terms 
of area occupied and the ship-breaking charges per LDT of ship broken. The annual 
earnings on account of upfront fee were also considered; and, accordingly, proposed 
ship-breaking charges were worked out to fetch a total revenue of Rs,8.16 crore. 


The rate of ship-breaking is not proposed to be increased; but, the earning from the 
ship-breaking activity has been distributed under two different heads that is 'Common 
User' basis and allotment under ‘long term licence'. Thus, the request of ISSAI to 
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limit the ship-breaking charges to Rs.250 per LDT and also the license fee to Rs.10 
per square meter per month cannot be acceded to. 

(iii) . The Ministry of Shipping (MOS) has directed that the proposal for allotment of plots 

should not be limited to regular ship-breakers operating at Mumbai; but, it should be 
an open offer to all without any pre-qualification conditions like experience in the ship¬ 
breaking activity. Thus, the suggestion of ISSAI cannot be considered. The MOS 
has, however, been requested to reconsider Its proposal regarding reservation of 
plots to the existing ship breakers. 

(iv) . The ship-breaking charges on common user basis have been converted from GRT to 

LDT basis in light of the representation received from the various ship breakers. It 
has reiterated the other points given In the proposal. 

(v) . The minimum committed throughput of 10,000 LDT has been prescribed considering 

the fact that many ship-breakers have achieved this target during last few years. The 
MOS has also directed to Incorporate an automatic termination clause if the minimum 
throughput of 10,000 LDT per year is not achieved. 

(vi) . It has no comments to offer on the Associations' submission that the duty advantage 

enjoyed by Mumbai ship-breakers has disappeared following the Budget 2002. 
Further, the Port has no control over the Octroi duty levied by the Municipal 
Authorities. 


(vtl). It has followed the direction given by the MOS as regards reservation plots. The 
MOS has further directed that the allotment of plots at Lakrl Bunder should not be 
limited to twenty one regular ship-breaker operator at Mumbai; but. should be offered 
to all without prescribing any pre-qualification. 

5 . Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal the MBPT was requested to furnish 

additional Information / clarification on various points. Some of the main points are summarised as 
follows: 


(i). The cost statements to be updated.with reference to revised estimates for the year 
2001-02 and projections for the year 2002-03 and 2003-04. 

(II) . The discrepancy observed in computation of the Return on Capital Employed (ROCE) 

and the Capital Employed figures is to be corrected. 

(III) . In the light of the surplus financial position reflected in this activity, the basis of 

proposing the ship-breaking charges on the plots proposed to be leased out may be 
Justified taking Into consideration the tariff applicable as per the existing Scale of 
Rates. 


(iv) . The basis of proposing an upfront fee of Rs. 50 lakhs per plot. 

(v) . Confirmation whether the scheme for licensing of plots have been approved by the 

Government. 

(vi) . The detailed conditionalties governing the Licenses need to be Incorporated in the 

Scale of Rates. 

6 . 1 . A joint hearing In this case was held on 15 May 2002 at the MBPT, At the joint 

hearing, the following submissions were made: 


Mumbai Port Truat (MBPT) 

(I), This proposal has been mooted by the ship-breakers themselves. 

(Ii). Frequent shifting from plot to plot leads to operational hassler. and has implications 
on the environment ;and, hence, the new approach is proposes 

®05/QlA»a. -3 
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(iii) . When a vessel is due for scrapping the GRT has no meaning. LDT (which represents 

the weight of the empty vessel) is what is relevant. Hence, the shift in unit of levy is 
proposed. 

(iv) . The scheme approved by the Board is sent to the Government for approval. We did 

receive a reply. There was some ambiguity. We have sought some clarification. 

(v) . We are following the Government guidelines. We do opt for upfront payment; but, we 

also want payments on LDT basis. That will help us to monitor better. That will also 
give us the revenue that we are earning at present. Nevertheless, we will check again 
and write to you about our stand vis-a-vis the Government guidelines. 

(vl). Once the scheme is approved by the Government, we feel, it is not necessary for the 
TAMP to go into it again. 

Iron Steel Scrap and Shlpbreakers Association of Indie (lgSg_All 

(i) . The MBPT did not give us complete information. There was a deliberate attempt by 

the MBPT to give us "half information". How can we respond now? 

(ii) . ‘Reserve Price' need not be confidential. It may not attract meaningful bids. 

(Iii). The modality of auction will have to be clearly set up. Today, it is not practical. 

(iv) . For ‘shipping’ cargo carrying capacity is important; For 'ship breaking’ the weight of 

the ship is more important, The MBPT choice of LDT is logical. We agree. 

(v) . The minimum guaranteed performance norms have to be realistic. The proposal for 

minimum guaranteed throughput of 10,000 LDT per annum Is not achievable even in 
Alang. If at all, it should be for a block of years and not for each year. 

(vl). If rates ere high in the MBPT, business may not shift from Alang, etc., to the MBPT. 

(vii). Infrastructure in Alang is far superior, Productivity there is also far superior. If the 

business Is still to be attracted to the MBPT, at least the rates must be reasonable. 

(viii). Long-term approach to lease is required. Everything can not be on the basis of 
temporary occupation. In Alang, we pay lease rent even if no ship-breaking takes 
place in a particular year. 

(ix) . In a recent International developments, norms of operation are being developed. 

One Is about the size of plots which should be big enough for safe operations. 

v 

(x) . Every plot can not be provided with all facilities. Some ‘Common User facilities’ will 

have to be established in one plot. The port should .spend 20% of the revenue 
earning on this. 

(xi) . As regards the allotment of two plots to one ship breaker, the stated purpose Is to 

promote breaking of bigger ships. The two plots must, therefore, be adjacent plots. 

(xii) . In the lease agreement there has to be a clause providing for renewal after 10 yeafs. 

The wording at present of the relevant clause is vague. 

(xiii), Out of the plots proposed for lease many are too small. Ships cannot beach. The 
plots have to be of realistic sizes. 

(xiv) . Permission to transfer plots must be available 

(xv) . Government guidelines recommends one upfront payment; but, the MBPT has 

proposed all the three simultaneously- upfront; LDT rates, and plot lease rental. This 
is unrealistic and unfair. 
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(xvi). The proposed ship-breaking charges Is Rs. 325/- per LDT, at Alang charges are 
Rs.96/- to 120/-. The MBPT rate is excessive. This rate must be reduced. 

(xvii). The 'Scheme' at present Is unattractive. There may be very few (or, no) bids. 

(xviii). Breaking norms, Incentives must be available for motivating higher achievements. 


(xix) . In view of the heavy upfront payment together with the LDT payment, Rs. 20/- per 

sq. mtr. is very high as lease rent. Why should there be lease rent at all separately? 

(xx) . Do not borrow out of context the concept of ‘preferential’ and ‘non-preferentlal’ from 

Alang. If the MBPT wants to do that, adopt the whole Alang model. 


6.2. At the joint hearing, the MBPT have furnished further written submission reiterating 

the points given by it earlier. In addition to that it has clarified that the scheme for licensing of plots for 
ship-breaking has not been approved by the MOS. The MOS has further given the following 
directions: 


(i). The scheme of licensing of plots shall be Initially limited to twelve plots at Lakrl 
Bunder only. 

(II). The proposal for allotment of plots at Lakrl Bunder shall be an open offer to all without 
any pre-qualification condition, and no experience criteria must be required. 


(iii). Upfront fee shall be kept confidential. 

(Iv). The scheme shall incorporate an automatic termination clause If the minimum 
throughput of 10,000 LDT per year is not achieved 

6.3. The ISSSAI in its written submission at the joint hearing has furnished the statistics of 

number of ships broken at Alang, Mumbai, Sachana and Calcutta Ports. 


6.4. At the joint hearing, it was agreed that the following further action would be taken: 

(i). The MBPT would clarify the discrepancies, if any, between the scheme and the 
Government guidelines; and, also propose conditionalities for incorporation In the 
SOR. 


(II) . The MBPT should decide whether it wished to delink the issue relating to change of 

unit of levy for Immediate consideration, 

(III) . The ISSSAI could give written submissions, If any, with reference to the 

announcement made at the joint hearing by the MBPT about clarification given by the 
Government relating to the licencing scheme. It could also look Into the Government 
Guidelines, adopted by the TAMP, on lease of port lands. 

7.1. As agreed at the joint hearing the ISSSAI has furnished further written submission 

which are summarised below: 


On component (at of the og MPBJI 

ft). There is no difference el opinion amongst the MBPT and the industry on the proposal 
for changing the unit of Sevy from GRT to LDT. 

(II). The modification in unit of levy may, therefore, be approved pending finalisation of the 
policies relevant to the long term lease by the Government. 

(iii). The ship-breaking charges proposed on LDT basis may, however be reduced from 
the Rs. 3.30 to Rs. 2 per day per LDT from the date of beaching to the date of 
commencement; and, for the regulated period the rates proposed at Rs. 5 may be 
reduced to Rs. 3.50 per day per LDT. 
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(iv). Apart from this it has reiterated the other points made by It earlier. 
On component (b) of the proposal 


(v) . The ship-breaking charges and the rentals to be recovered from licensed plot holders 

may be revised in line with the Government guidelines referred by the TAMP at the 
joint hearing, 

(vi) . The ship-breaking charges may be revised to Rs. 112 per LDT to be in line with the 

charges levied at Alang and the token rent may be as per the Government guidelines. 

(vii) . These factors will enable to fetch higher and better premium in the bid prices as the 

bidders will be taking into consideration the cost of breaking ships Ih the licensed 
plots. 


8 . The MBPT has furnished the additional Information sought by us In response to our 

queries and also with reference to the issues emerged at the joint hearing. Some of these points are 
given below: 

(i). The cost statement for the service ship-breaking facilities has been revised based on 
the Accounts of 2001-02. The expenditure and income have been projected for the 
year 2002-03 and 2003-04, 


(ii), The proposed licensing scheme will yield an additional Income of 5% because of 
private participation. 

(III). It has clarified that there Is no discrepancy in computation of Capital Employed and 
Return on Capital Employed. It has stated that the port does not work out service- 
wise capital employed. 

For the purpose of revision, Return on Capital Employed is apportioned on the basis 
of Net Block of each service. The present accounting system of Current Assets and 
Current Liabilities does not permit capturing data required for arriving the service-wise 
Working Capital. Since the Authority has insisted for furnishing the details of Working 
Capital service-wise, It has apportioned the same based on a rough estimation. 

(Iv). (a). It has reiterated that for the purpose of fixing charges to be levied on the plots 

under licensing scheme, the revenue earned on all the 19 ship-breaking plots 
in the year 2000-01 has been considered. It has been envisaged that the 
existing revenue of Rs, 8.11 crores is retained. The annual earnings on 
account of upfront fee for 19 plots has also been considered. 

(b). In case of 'Common User’ facility there is no revision In the unit cost and only 
the basis Is proposed to be changed to retain the revenue earned in 2000-01. 

(v). The reference given by the Authority Is to the guidelines Issued by the Ministry for 
land/water front management at the Major Ports. The instant scheme of licensing 
ship-breaking plots for period of 10 years is not comparable to these guidelines which 
Is basically for a lease of land or water front for 30 years. 

(vl). The scheme of licensing of plots for ship-breaking and conditions governing this 
scheme needs to be sanctioned by the Government. The TAMP approval is not 
sought for this purpose, 


(vii). It has agreed to delink Its proposal about change In unit of levy of ship-breaking 
charges for ‘Common User' facility for Immediate consideration. It has further 
clarified that the TAMP approval is sought only in context of its proposal to change 
the unit of ship- breaking charges from GRT to LDT. 

(viil). The scheme for licensing the plots for ship-breaking has not yet been approved by 
the Government; but, only some observations were conveyed in April 2002. 
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9. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of this 

case, the following position emerges: 

(i), The proposal, as has been explained already, contains two parts, Part I of the 
proposal envisages a change in the unit of charging the existing ship-breaking 
charges; it does not Involve any increase in the existing rates and changes of the 
existing conditionalities. Part-ll of the proposal seeks approval to the new licence 
fees and ship-breaking charges under the proposed scheme of licensing different 
plots. 

(II) , As regards Part II of the proposal, it may be relevant to note that the proposed 

licencing scheme has not yet been approved by the Government. Further, the MBPT 
has sought inclusion in its Scale of Rates of some of the charges proposed to be 
levied under the Licencing Scheme; but, no conditionalities are proposed for inclusion 
In the SOR, The Port has maintained that the conditionalities governing the scheme 
are to be approved by the Government, 

While there can be no dispute that the policy decision of allowing the MBPT to licence 
the ship-breaking plots and the modalities of the licencing arrangement are to be 
decided by the Government, it is for this Authority to approve the various charges 
realisable under the scheme and the conditionalities governing application of such 
tariffs. Merely because a scheme has been approved by the Government does not 
mean that various conditionalities approved by the Government as a part of that 
Scheme can automatically find a place in the Scale of Rates. As a third party neutral 
regulator, this Authority, may not be in a bind to endorse all decisions of the 
Government and include them as such in the Scale of Rates unless directions under 
Section 54 or Section 111 of the MPT Act are issued by the Government. Even in 
such cases prior consultation with this Authority is necessary. 

The stand of the MBPT does not appear to have been taken with correct appreciation 
of the legal position relating to the port tariff setting arrangement envisaged in the 
Statute. This Authority is not in favour of approving only tariffs without going to the 
associated conditionalities. 

The MBPT has subsequently agreed to delink Part I and Part II of its proposal. In 
view of this position, Part I of the proposal Is now taken up for disposal. Tariff 
arrangement under the proposed licencing scheme can be considered when the 
MBPT submits a comprehensive proposal, after obtaining the approval of the 
Government to the ‘Scheme’. 

(III) . Part I of the proposal is about changing the unit of levy from GRT to LOT. The MBPT 

has sought to explain that ship-breaking charges are levied at other yards on LDT 
basis; and, Its proposal is in deference to a long standing demand from users. The 
ISSSAI has fully endorsed this change and even anticipates higher business volumes 
due to beaching of larger size ships in Mumbai as a result of the change in unit of 
charging. In view of the mutual agreement between the Port and users, this Authority 
has no reservation to approve this component of the proposal, It may be relevant 
here to mention that the Kolkata Port Trust also changed over to a LDT based charge 
since April 2001. 

(iv) . As has been explained already, the proposal does not seek revision of the existing 

rates. With the change In unit of charging, these rates are only sought to be covered. 
For the purpose of conversion, the MBPT has applied a ratio of 60 : 100 between the 
LDT and the GRT of a vessel. The ratio has been arrived at by considering a 3 year 
average. The proposal appears to be reasonable; and, it is noteworthy that the users 
have also endorsed it. 

(v) , Since the limited Issue at consideration is change of unit of charging, the cost 

statements furnished by the MBPT have not been examined in depth. The 
arguments of the MBPT about the difficulties In estimation of activity/sub-activltywise 
capital employed do not appear to be reasonable for to be admitted. When other 



22 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


major port trusts furnish such break up of details, the reasons why the MBPT, which 
also follows the same accounting system, cannot do so aremot easily discernible. 

(vl). The ISSSAI has demanded reduction In the existing ship-breaking charges. Firstly, 
this case is only for change In the unit of charging. Secondly, the MBPT proposes to 
change over to ‘licencing scheme’ shortly and, thereafter, these rates will only be 
relevant in some stray and isolated cases. This Authority, fhenefore, finds It difficult to 
concede to the demand of the ISSSAI at this juncture. 

10.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application 
of mind, this Authority approves Part I of the proposal of the MBPT about change In the unit of levying 
ship-breaking charges and amends Its Scale of Rates accordingly. The amendments to the Scale of 
Rates are set out in the statement attached as Annex. 

10.2. Part - II of the proposal will be taken up afresh for consideration on receipt of a fresh 
proposal from the MBPT In this regard which must, Inter alia, include the conditionalities governing 
application of the relevant tariffs. Pending such action from the MBPT, this case is treated as closed 
with the disposal of Part -1 of the proposal. 

11 . The amendments to the Scale of Rates approved in this Order will come into effect on 

expiry of 15 days from the date of their notification in the Gazette of India. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ADVT m/IV/143/2002/Exty.] 
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Annex 

AMENDMENTS TO THE MBRT SCALE OF RATES WITH REFERENCE TO CHARGES FOR SHIP-BREAKING. 
CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR OF THE VESSELS IN THE PORT TRUST BUNDERS 

The existing item number (I) of Section ni- Charges for Ship-breaking, Construction and 
Repair of the vessels In the Port Trust Bunders Is deleted and replaced by the following: 

(I). In respect of vessels being broken up on the Port Trust Hards, the charges will be 

recovered from the date of beaching as under: 

(1) . Rs.3.30 per day per LDT for the period from., date of beaching to the date 

preceding the date of commencement of breaking. 

(2) . Rs.5/- per LDT per day for the regulated period of the vessel. The regulated 

period shall be one month per 600 LDT. 

(3) . If the vessel continues breaking beyond the regulated period as at (2) above, 

charges for the extended period shall be Rs.10/- per LDT per day for one month 
for vessels upto 3000 LDT and for two months for the vessels above 3000 LDT. 

(4) . Rs.20/- per LDT per day for the period beyond the period of extension as at (3) 

above. 

Notes: 


(i) . Charges mentioned above shall be recovered on the total LDT of the vessel for 

the entire period of occupation. 

(ii) . The month for the purpose of regulation shall be reckoned with from the date of 

commencement of breaking to the proceeding date in the following month for 
example, 10 th April to 9 th May. 

(iii) . The initial regulated period is determined considering 600 LDT or part thereof per 

month. For example, 


Vessels upto 600 LDT 

1 month 

601- 1,200 LDT 

2 months 

1,201-1,800 LDT and so on 

3 mbnths 


(iv). Vessels which are completely broken and removed prior to the expiry of the 
regulated period will be granted a rebate in the form of part of the charges 
recovered under (2) above. The percentage of rebate shall be worked out as 
under: 

(Regulated period, in days)- (No. of days actually taken) 

(Regulated period, in days) 

The rebate as worked out above will be subject to a ceiling as under depending 
upon the size of the ship: 


Size of the ship 

Maximum rebate admissible in percent of the total 


charaes recovered 

LDT upto 6,000 

25% 

LDT above 6,000 

40% 
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